STATE OF MAINE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION Docket No. 2002-483

October 29, 2002
NORTHERN UTILITIES, INC. — MAINE ORDER
Proposed Cost of Gas Factor

November 2002 through April 2003

WELCH, Chairman; NUGENT and DIAMOND, Commissioners

l. SUMMARY

We allow Northern Utilities, Inc. (Northern) to put into effect its revised Cost of
Gas Factor (CGF) rates that include a revised Wells Surcharge of $0.0110 per ccf as of
November 1, 2002.

Il. PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On August 15, 2002, pursuant to 35-A M.R.S.A. § 4703 and Chapter 430(2) of
the Commission’s Rules, Northern filed its proposed CGF for the Winter 2002 - 2003
gas usage period, as well as its proposed change to the Environmental Recovery Cost
Adjustment (ERCA) as allowed in Docket No. 96-678. The Commission issued a Notice
of Application to interveners in prior CGF cases and by publication in newspapers of
general circulation in Northern’s service area. As initially filed, Northern’s proposed
2002-2003 Winter CGF would result in a 4.75% increase for its highest usage
residential customers.

On August 23, 2002, the Office of the Public Advocate (OPA) intervened. To
investigate the proposed CGF changes, the Advisory Staff issued data requests to the
Company on its filing. A preliminary hearing and technical conference were held on
September 24, 2002, at which the Advisory Staff and OPA explored the issues raised by
this filing. On September 27, 2002, the Hearing Examiner issued a procedural order
setting the remaining schedule in this case.

On October 22, 2002, the Commission issued an Order in this case directing
Northern to make an updated CGF filing on October 25, 2002, reflecting the findings in
that order. On October 24, 2002, Northern filed a letter indicating that it had found an
error in the calculation of one item of its CGF, and it proposed that Northern include the
corrected rate in its the October 25, 2002 compliance filing.*

On October 24, 2002, the Staff issued a proposed order recommending that
Northern be allowed to include the correction in its updated filing.

! Northern notified the Staff of this error by telephone on October 23, 2002. After
the telephone conversation, Staff notified the OPA of the discussion and the content of
the discussion.
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II. RECORD

The record in this proceeding includes all filings, data responses, transcripts, and
any other materials provided in this proceeding.

V. DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In its October 24, 2002 letter, Northern stated that during an internal review of its
accounting records for the Well Surcharge,? the Company discovered an error in the
November 2000 — April 2001 Wells reconciliation. Northern inadvertently used a rate
greater than the approved tariff rate to calculate the actual collections during the prior
period. As a result, Northern reduced the collections allowable during that period by its
estimated over-collection of $115,544. When Northern recalculated its reconciliation
schedule using the authorized Wells Surcharge rate, it showed an under-collection of
$10,574. This error resulted in Northern collecting $126,118 less than it should have
over the 2001 — 2002 winter period and the 2002 summer period.

Northern proposed to recalculate its Wells Surcharge for the 2002 — 2003 winter
period to include $126,118 in the Wells Surcharge. As initially filed, Northern proposed
to collect $654,179 or a rate of $0.0093 per ccf. With this proposed adjustment,
Northern would collect $780,297 or a rate of $0.011 per ccf, a difference of $0.0017.

In its telephone conversation with Staff, Northern indicated that the increase in
the Wells surcharge would cause an increase in the CGF rate to residential customers
of 5.84% instead of the 5.68% increase that its preliminary calc ulation of the CGF filing
to be made on October 25, 2002 showed.

Because the rate increase is not material and we allowed Northern to collect a
specific amount for Wells project costs in Docket No. 99-259, we approve Northern’s
proposed adjustment. Howewer, Northern should be aware that we have noted the
continuing errors on its part. Although this error did not result in increased costs to
ratepayers through additional carrying charges, there is no guarantee that we will allow
full recovery for future errors of other CGF elements.

V. CONCLUSION

We allow Northern to put into effect its rates that include a corrected Wells
surcharge rate of $0.011 effective November 1, 2002.

2 In Docket No. 99-259, Maine Public Utilities Commission Investigation of
Northern Ultilities, Inc.’s Termination of Agreement with Granite State Transmission
Company, the Commission approved a settlement allowing Northern to collect certain
costs billed to it by Granite State Transmission Company (Granite) for costs incurred on
the cancelled Wells LNG facility project. Northern labeled the charge as the “Wells
Surcharge” in its Cost of Gas Factor rate schedule.
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Dated at Augusta, Maine, this 29th day of October, 2002.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

Dennis L. Keschl
Administrative Director

COMMISSIONERS VOTING FOR: Welch
Nugent
Diamond
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NOTICE OF RIGHTS TO REVIEW OR APPEAL

5 M.R.S.A. 8§ 9061 requires the Public Utilities Commission to give each party
to an adjudicatory proceeding written notice of the party's rights to review or appeal of
its decision made at the conclusion of the adjudicatory proceeding. The methods of
review or appeal of PUC decisions at the conclusion of an adjudicatory proceeding are
as follows:

1. Reconsideration of the Commission's Order may be requested under
Section 1004 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure (65-407
C.M.R.110) within 20 days of the date of the Order by filing a petition with the
Commission stating the grounds upon which reconsideration is sought.

2. Appeal of a final decision of the Commission may be taken to the Law
Court by filing, within 21 days of the date of the Order, a Notice of Appeal with
the Administrative Director of the Commission, pursuant to 35-A M.R.S.A.

§ 1320(1)-(4) and the Maine Rules of Appellate Procedure.

3. Additional court review of constitutional issues or issues involving the
justness or reasonableness of rates may be had by the filing of an appeal with
the Law Court, pursuant to 35-A M.R.S.A. § 1320(5).

Note: The attachment of this Notice to a document does not indicate the Commission's
view that the particular document may be subject to review or appeal. Similarly,
the failure of the Commission to attach a copy of this Notice to a document does
not indicate the Commission's view that the document is not subject to review or
appeal.



